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R e: ' Interview with Lee Harvey Oswald ?• 

It was in the month of July or early August, 1963, when I 
had an occasion to speak with Lee Harvey Oswald. I am an Assistant 
District Attorney for the Parish of Orleans in charge of the 
Juvenile Division, with offices', in the Civil Courts Building next 
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to City Hall at 421 Loyola Street. On the occasion referred to above, 
.this person came into the office and asked to speak to the District 
Attorney. I was on duty at the time and informed him that I was ar. 
Assistant District Attorney and was available to speak with him. He 



, .came into the private office and stood across the desk, and remained 
standing, although invited to sit down. He asked if I could advise 
him on whether or n ot a particular drug was legal or illegal. This 
was his j.irsw question. To say the least, 1 was greatly surprised 
the question and ny first reaction was to ask him why he was interest-; 
in determining whether a drug' was legal or illegal; that, if a drug', 
otherwise illegal K was prescribed by a physician, it would be un- 
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important for him to determine this; that he would certainly have the 
right to use it, if prescribed by his doctor, and that he should 
consult his physician regarding same. I again asked him to be* sea; 
es J thought at this point I would like to develop this line of 
conversation further, not only because of the unusual inquiry, but ’ 
because of his demeanor upon entry into the office^ which gave every 
indication Oj. emotional disturbance and lack of personal conviction 



e sense of security. 'He again declined- At this time I asked for his 
name, and he declined to give this information, saying it was un- 
important. I became more convinced that I should do everything 



possible to determine whet 
•reason fc.r .such an unusual 
in order to elicit further 



I could about this individual, and his true 
inquiry. I thought I would make converse ri;' 
information from, him. 1 advised him that 1 
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was not an expert on drugs; that- the narcotics division ’of the 
District Attorney* s office was at Tulane and Broad Streets; that he 
.'i was in the Juvenile Division of the District Attorney's office; that^ 
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whereas, I felt I knew most of the commonly used drugs by name; I 
could certainly not speak as an --expert. I asked him for the name of 
the drug to which he was referring. I recall that I had never heard 
of it, but cannot recall the name which he used. I again asked him 
to sit down, which he again declined to do. All of the tine I was 
observing him very closely. He was ill at ease, always looking down, 
shifting from foot to foot, and apparently preoccupied with his own 
thoughts. . He kept saying that he must determine the existence of 
such a drug, and whether it was legal* or illegal. In the Juvenile 
^ Court we are accustomed to interviewing many persons who are neurotic 
or emotionally disturbs-^ and it becomes second nature to pick cut such 
persons after engaging them in conversation for a few minutes and 
letting them do the talking. At this point, Oswald said he was reading 
a book^and in this book the author stated that. if the reader could 
procure and use this particular 'drug, the reader would be able. to see 
the future as he, the author, had seen and envisioned it,* and then, 
and only then, would the reader see that the views and "conclusions of 
the author were correct. Seeing that the conversation was expanding 
a bit and communication was becoming more-facile with this individual, 

I again asked him to sit down, which he finally did. At this point 
I conjectured that his problem and, therefore, the reason for his 
inquiry, had something to do ‘with sexual experience and stimulation. 

The majority of our cases in the Juvenile Court, where in emotional 
disturbance is displayed, has something to do with a sex problem. I 
asked him whether or not the book had anything to do with sexual 
experience or response and benefit of drugs as a stimulus. Ke answered 
^ "no” but ^ rather the subject * matter of the book had to do With * 
\the socio-economic picture of the world 5C0 .years in the future; ’then 
. he went into a rapid chatter ("steel," perhaps, wcu! j d be mere 
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person was just a number. At; this point he spoke so rapidly that I 
• did not see any great content in what he was saying and I became dis- 
interested in -what he was saying, however, what stuck with ne the 
most, when he teas "chattering” or "speeling" was that he was apparent- 
ly emotionally detached from the subject natter itself. In other 
words, he did not give ne the impression as one experiencing any deep, 
ahiding, personal convictions. / -I recall, vividly that I had the • 
distinct impression that he was no intellectual carried away, with his 
personal conviction but rather a pseudo-intellectual who lacked and 
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who was devoid of the capacity for true intellectual ism. The point 
I am trying to convey is that when he related the content of the book, '• 
and, therefore, his reason for the inquiry as to the use of the drug, 

■fie was demonstrating a super-imposed indoctrination in which he- had 
no great self-identif ication. He was spouting words, phrases, and 
cliches, without true comprehension, and without personal pursuasiveness, 
as you might expect of someone who was a dedicated advocate of a cause. 

sticxs in my mind that he was a pap son possessed of a very ‘limited 

V 

degree of self-expression end self-cornmunication without personal • 
drive or aggressiveness; without the capacity of total dedication to 
any cause, , . / * . • ** 

I have interrupted the narrative as to the content of my inter- 
view with bin, in order that I can better relate r?.y personal impressions 
of this nan at the tip.ej rather than the product of reflections 
developed at a later date, and possibly influenced by the memento us 
events which were soon to take place. Getting back to the interview 
proper, I last stated that I became disinterested in the subject 
natter of the bock itself and sought a way to conclude the interview. 

I sought again to determine his identity end asked hin "What did you 
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say your name was again?" I cannot recall/he stated .his full nane 

' was, hut I can clearly re-call that '"Oswald" was a part of it, because ^ 
at the- time T related the name "Oswald” in r.y mind to that of a 



comedian or character many years ago on the' Milton Eerie radio show, 

■ Itiis radio character was a moron or dullwit character as we would 
describe as a "nut" today % For this reason, I distinctly retained in 
. ,iay- memory the name "Oswald." I sought again to determine the book ' 
which he ns reeding and he te *, Huxl.y, .Jh. ■ 

I told him that if a dmjg could produce th. kind of effect/ca view 

•: ° f 500 I rtovsht it- muld 'definitely be;. ; . ... 

strong narcotic, or a narcotic derivative, however, since I was not 
sn expert on this subject, he could either see his physician, consult 
the ». A.-S office at Tulana and Broad Sts.. „ the City chemist in 
the adjoining City Kell. Since the City Hall uas'next door, I suggested 
that ha go consult the City chemist. 'l remember calling th. City 
chemist's office later in the dey to inquire further about this 
individual, but on two occasions I was unable to reach anyone in the 
office. I did not give any further thought to the interview, tut it 
lingered in my mind. At the time I spoke with this individual he was 

wearing a white T-shirt and bro, m khaki pants. He h.d . paper bound 

book in his hand which was rolled up. 1 did ask him whether. .or. not the 

hook in his hand was the hook to which ha was referring and hi. .n,^ 
was negative. - ; - 

Cn ' the niS ‘ iC 0j- Presiae:1 t Kennedy’s assassination about 11:30 PM, 
possibly later, I was preparing for bed, and had the T.V. on in the 

bedroom. wDSU had a replay of a tape < audio interview) with Oswald 
which .had been .taped from an. earlier radio show on the "Close-up” ’ 
program when Lee Harvey Oswald was the speaker on . the subject of the ' 
Free Cuba Movement. While my back was turned to the' llv., I was listen- 
ing to the voice of Lee Harvey Oswald from this tape. I did not 
particularly concern myself with the voice until I heard the same 
spsel and chatter-type expressions which I had heard inmy'office' 

e 4 -ou-.s before. I have a very keen sense of identifying voices ' 
because of a sight handicap which 1 have and can identify voices out * 
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others. There is no doubt in my mind, based on voice identification 
* ■, ( * < * • 

alone, and the subject matter and presentation thereof, that the 

person who had seen me in the Juvenile Court as above narrated and 
ti.e person oi Lee Harvey Oswald who was the guest speaker on the 
“Close-up 1, show, taped, and then later presented again on the night 
of President r*ennedy T s assassination. were one and the same person. 

I* became convinced -of 'this before "turning around and viewing the 
T.V. screen. When I turned around, the tape was still being played 
but the picture of Lee Harvey Oswald Was also displayed on the screen. 

His facial feature.s were the same as the man I interviewed. 

- Later in the program, they gave his physical description as to size 
and weight, color of hair, etc., which all checked out and corroborated 
yny prior identification. 

I contacted the FBI and gave this statement to them. I gave 
this statement to an agent. I suggested that I would be willing to 
ma;ce a written statement, but a verbal statement seemed to be all that 
the agent believed necessary. He sa?d he would contact me again if 
the oontent of my statement developed as a matter of some importance, 
ho one else has contacted me by way of follow-up to my original state- 
ment to the agent of the FBI. As a passing comment, I observed in the 
press the following morning, .November 23, 1953, that -Huxley had died 
m California of mouth cancer. I am not sure, but it is likely that 
he died on the same day as President Kennedy. This would be an irony 
o- fate if any portion of the above statement had any materiel bearing 
on President Kennedy* s assassination. • * 




